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an intellectual milieu. 4 More recently, Jan Gross's book Neighbors unleashed a national soul-searching and raised a stir in a much wider public, producing a large number of statements in Poland's media (now free from die fetters of the communist state's censorship). 5 Most recently, another controversy-this time limited to historians and people involved at the time-arose from charges brought forth against Krakow intellectuals who were busy in a Nazi German "scientific" institution, the Institut fur Deutsche Ostarbeit. 6 These periodically erupting debates seem to challenge a picture of Poland's history that has developed since World War II, namely that Polish society unbendingly resisted the German occupier in complete solidarity. And they are all the more remarkable when one considers the silence of mainstream Polish histories on the subject. Indeed, according to most historians-especially those of the People's Republic-there was no such tiling as collaboration. Within Poland those who recite unpopular historical facts are frequendy accused of running down their country, while those outside often find themselves confronted with the reproach of "anti-Polonism." Still, discontent with familiar interpretations persists and finds expression in intermittent charges of collaboration. This lingering unease will only be overcome when historians confront and satisfy the need for a "history of collaboration in Poland."
In the present article, I resume some of the arguments I put forward in a lengthy essay dealing with (deficiencies of) Polish historiography on the Nazi German occupation.
7 But I also draw on other researchers' observations about the complex relationship of Poles, Jews, and Germans from 1939 to 1944-45 and beyond. 8 Certain building blocks for a future "history of collaboration in Poland" already exist. 9 They are buried in the news material and statements of the wartime underground press, with its worries about the "right" behavior of Poles confronted with the Nazis' projects. They can also be distilled from a certain number of studies on the German occupation of Poland; research on the war years has already produced ample evidence supporting the thesis that various segments of the population were in fact complying, cooperating, and collaborating with the Nazi occupation regime. 10 Still more is to be learned from the politics of memory applied by the communists, who tolerated for a couple of years a searching debate by Poland's intellectuals." Immediately after the war-in an atmosphere of a newfound freedom of speech-in the press, in early studies on the economic and social situation under the occupation regime, and in literature, journalists, writers, and scientists touched upon many of the problems that will be dealt with in this article: definition of the "right" behavior of Polish citizens towards the occupiers, the Polish stance towards the Nazi murder of the Jews and the "aryanizations," and the role, in this context, of a homegrown anti-Semitism. Their approach to the complicated everyday life under the occupation was, however, in many cases rather simplistic and increasingly tinged by leftist leanings and stereotyped Marxist concepts of social analysis.
12 Also, the issue could be raised only in politically one-sided terms-as cooperation with the Germans. Because of this, even the most extreme forms of collaboration with the Soviet occupiers were passed over in silence. 13 Here I have used all these kinds of sources as well as many Jewish eyewitness accounts.
general treatment is in Antony Polonsky, "Polish-Jewish Relations and the Holocaust," Polin 4 (1989): 226-42.
9. Recently I have dealt with the cooperative functions of welfare institutions like Rada Glowna Opiekuricza and the lower administrative level in the countryside under the occupying regime, as well as with the immediate participation of Poles in anti-Jewish excesses and crimes, which occurred not only in Jedwabne. Klaus-Peter Friedrich, "Zusammenarbeit und Mittaterschaft in Polen 1939 Polen -1945 ," in Christoph Dieckmann, Babette Quinkert, and Tatjana Tonsmeyer, eds., Kooperation und Verbrechen: Formen der "Kollaboration" im bsllichen Europa 1939 (Gottingen, 2003 , 113-50. 10. This thesis is also put forward in an unbalanced study by Tadeusz Piotrowski, Republic, 1918 Republic, -1947 Myths about united Polish resistance were already well established during the occupation. Poles deemed themselves the most uncompromising foes and the most important victims of German expansionism. Pointing to the involvement of Poles in the Nazi occupiers' anti-Jewish crimes proved powerless against such self-perceptions, and at the end of the war, Poles prided themselves, according to journalist Karol Malcuzynski, as "the most purely moral among all nations that had to live under [Nazi] occupation." 14 At the same time, the communist regime functionalized the issue by reproaching their political and social adversaries for collaboration. 15 It started with court trials in which Poles (and Jews) involved in collaboration were sentenced. Soon, however, the judicial cleansing process slowed down due to efforts to win over parts of the communists' former enemies by, for instance, rehabilitating ex-members of the Polish police. Even more momentous in the long run were the consequences of a perfidious propaganda campaign that identified the communists' political and class opponents with former Nazi collaborators-in order to stigmatize them and thus find a pretext to refuse political dialog.
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For example, in 1944, communist politician Stefan Jedrychowski was the first head of the propaganda department created by the Polish Committee of National Liberation (PKWN) led by pro-Soviet Poles. He and other propagandists of the communist Polish Workers' Party (PPR) made it clear that the "slogan of the London-based [Polish] government 'Poland-a country without quislings' was false and hypocritical," since on the part of "reactionary" circles a number of offers had been made; meanwhile, the communist groups and their sympathizers alone had allegedly organized armed resistance-against the will of this government and its plenipotentiaries in the country.
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In the only noncommunist daily, edited by the Polish Peasant Party, Tadeusz Garczynski considered such an interpretation "the utmost blindness [szczytem zas 'lepienia] ." He reminded readers of the true "size of combat units [sit walcz&cych] that were active in the occupation period" and confronted the communist travesty with the nationalistic conviction that "the whole people put up a fight, and we will not allow anyone to destroy this praiseworthy aspect of a true national unity in the name of any intrigues whatsoever." According to Garczynski, those who were now disqualifying the "national heroes as instruments of the reaction that had become hopelessly addicted to Nazism do them a dreadful injustice." 18 14. Karol Malcuzynski, "Niemiecka propaganda w Generalnej Guberni," Pneglgd Socjalistyczny 1, no. By examining cooperation with the Nazi occupying regime on different social levels and in various subgroups of Polish society, I will make clear that the phenomenon was by no means a marginal one. I will first define what I regard as cooperation (or collaboration-the two terms will largely be treated as synonyms) in the Polish context. 21 Though state collaboration was not a possibility, collaboration was frequendy present in contemporary Polish political discussions and existed as a social and ideological phenomenon. I will thus have a look at patterns of collaboration founded on formal, institutionalized cooperation, taking for examples the compulsory Baudienst (labor service) for Polish male youths and the Polish police. There follows a sketch of an ethnically defined group of open collaborators: the so-called Voltedeutsche, or ethnic German population. I then proceed to patterns of informal support of Nazi policies that were often based on a mixture of anti-Semitism and anticommunism and/or expectations to gain materially from the elimination of Jews from Polish economic and social life. Before coming to a conclusion, the last point will turn to the question of "victims as collaborators" by outlining the fate under the Nazi occupation regime of the Polish peasantry and of representatives of the Roman Catholic Church.
Cooperation and Collaboration as a Social Phenomenon
At first glance it seems difficult to apply to Poland the concept of collaboration used with regard to occupied western Europe. The former leading political elites and powerful social groups of the Polish Second Republic had almost no influence on the fate of their nation, since occupied Poland was turned into an experimental area for repressive and Utopian population policies never before seen in Europe. According to Nazi German plans, the Polish nation was to become extinct. Because of a lack of interest on the part of the Nazi leadership, there was no basis for state collaboration. On the contrary, overtures even by Polish fascists and other staunch anti-Semites were rebuffed by the occupiers. 22 In the western Po- It was Jan Gross who first explored Polish-German interaction under an occupation regime that lasted more than five years. In his inspiring study on the GG published in 1979, a book largely ignored in Polish historiography, he dealt with Polish cooperation with the Germans and considered it a proper background for analyzing a society under duress.
23 But Gross did not address in this context the Nazi regime's anti-Jewish crimes.
The number of employees in the administration-in the beginning of 1941 much smaller (122,700) than before the war-increased by mid-1943 to 206,300, 24 and a year later the pre-1939 level was surpassed by 50 percent. The Polish share of mayors in the GG (excluding Galicia) reached 73 percent. 25 The occupiers wanted priests but also Polish mayors, heads of the district councils, and representatives of the cooperatives (Spotem) to take part in attracting young Poles to work in the Reich. Even in the annexed areas of western Poland some Polish civil servants were retained by necessity.
In evaluating collaboration in occupied Poland the time factor is crucial. There was fertile ground in the early war years. Willingness to collaborate was much more pronounced in 1939-40 than after the first setbacks of the Wehrmacht. From these years dates a memorandum of a group of Pilsudskists and nationalists sojourning in exile in western Europe who offered to the German Foreign Office political cooperation directed against the Soviet Union. The Auswartiges Amt did not make use of the offer.
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With time, leading representatives of the Polish resistance built authority and decided what kind of cooperation with the occupiers was to be allowed. According to Leszek Gondek's estimates, underground courts dealt with approximately 5,000 cases of collaboration, sentenced 3,500 people to their death, and had 2,500 of them executed.
27 Czeslaw Madajczyk even gives the number of more than ten thousand persons senji'idisch-polnische Beziehungen in der Zweiten Polnischen Republik tenced by Polish underground courts for "inappropriate behavior towards the occupation regime." 28 The Polish underground press repeatedly condemned the cooperation of actors, journalists, and "renegade" ideological collaborators. 29 Since denunciations of fellow citizens became a widespread phenomenon, 30 the Home Army's (AK) underground press exhorted the population to abstain from using the occupying authorities to take revenge on somebody.
Given the limited scope of action available to Polish elites and a most brutal occupation regime from the very beginning, Polish initiatives to find a way to get along with the invader without provoking an excessive number of victims were a significant part of social life, at least in the years prior to Stalingrad. On the basis of anti-Semitism and anti-Sovietism some groups even tried to get along with the occupier, thanks to a common ideological language.
The seemingly clear-cut distinctions between cooperation, collaboration, and resistance have to be attributed to the rapidly changing perspective in the very last years of the war when the defeat of the Wehrmacht was fast approaching. 31 Those years were characterized by brutally preventive measures against potential enemies, mass shootings of hostages, "pacifications" in the countryside, and, in summer 1944, the ruthless suppression of the Warsaw Uprising. The efforts of advocates of loyal cooperation to work out a modus vivendi with the occupiers degenerated in the eyes of many compatriots and now appeared as treacherous collaboration with a hostile power. As Martin Broszat opines, with Germany's declining fortunes "the moral and political status of those still ready to take on responsibility in view of an emerging military disaster" decreased rapidly. 29. For an analysis of the underground press see Friedrich, "Nationalsozialistische Judenmord in polnischen Augen," 7-8, 10-11, 15, and the introductions to the chapters of part III; as to the cultural collaboration of Polish artists and intellectuals with both occupation regimes, seejanina Hera, Edward Krasinski, Andrzej Krzysztof Kunert, Tomasz Strzembosz, andJacekTrznadel, "Kolaboracja-bojkot-weryfikacja: Dyskusja redakcyjna," Pamietnik Teatralny 46, nos. 1-4 (1997): 4-35, esp. 5, 9-10, 31; see also Some of these goings-on were also known to the average person who had nothing to do with the resistance movement. One Jewish woman who lived under a false identity in a Warsaw cloister in 1943-44 was told the following news by a Polish acquaintance: "Alicja, do you know what our partisans do . . . ? When they succeed in catching a group of Jews-and once they seized almost four hundred, in the quarries near Busko-they turn them over to the Germans. A partisan steps out of the forest, a German officer goes to meet him. The group is denounced. The officer salutes, and the partisan salutes and goes back to the forest.... Alicja, they say that there are one hundred thousand Jews hiding in Warsaw. When the war is over, they will come out of their hiding places and do in the Poles."
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The Nazi occupation tended to confirm the traditional anti-German convictions of the anticommunist right. Polish resistance groups were therefore almost unanimously hostile toward the Germans, whereas they fiercely dissented in their attitudes towards the Soviets. In a Poland partitioned between two ideologically conflicting powers, it was only natural that accusations of "quislingism" were quickly functionalized in the political and propaganda struggle.
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Generally speaking, during the war the Polish underground press was increasingly fond of taking credit for the fact that there was no homegrown counterpart of Vidkun Quisling or Emil Hacha. In the last issue 33 Already in 1943 the Catholic resistance organ Kulturajutra commented that Poles had developed an inferiority complex, compensated time and again by pathetic affirmations like "Polska pierwsza stawila opor" (Poland first resisted), "Polska nie wydala Quislinga" (Poland didn't bring forth a Quisling); in reality-the underground paper opined-the Polish contribution to the war against Nazi Germany was small despite a disproportionately high number of casualties.
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By contrast, the daily newspaper of the pro-Soviet Polska Partia Socjalistyczna (PPS), Robotnik, announced five weeks before the end of the war: "It is to be credited to our healthy instinct of Polishness that during the occupation period there was no organized political center that was so daring as to initiate 'cooperation' with the Germans and that-in spite of the siren songs of German propaganda-no Polish Quisling, Degrelle, or Laval appeared on the scene. . . . Also in our country the occupation has left behind a great deal of dirt and rubbish uniting all the enemies of the new order in closed ranks." Among the "dirt and rubbish" Robotnik recognized "the beneficiaries of former Jewish property and quite simply swindlers and profiteers of diverse caliber." The PPS's newspaper claimed "the poisonous weeds have to be pulled out of Polish soil and completely destroyed."
39
Institutionalized Cooperation with the German Occupiers
Since the 1970s, a number of studies have appeared in Poland that portray institutions active during the war years-though the authors have avoided looking at the topic from the perspective of Polish cooperation with the occupation regime. The first was, in 1977, Bogdan Kroll's study on welfare committees in occupied Warsaw, followed in 1985 by his portrayal of the Main Welfare Council (Rada Glowna Opiekuncza, RGO), the most important Polish organization that came into being in the GG. 40 RGO emerged in order to coordinate the activities of relief action committees. Its most important task was to distribute relief funds and gifts from abroad. RGO and its regional and local branches had to cooperate with the German occupiers administratively. On official occasions, where relations with the Polish population were concerned, leaders of RGO took part as Polish representatives. In spite of their willingness to accept this 1939 (Warsaw, 1977 . Bogdan Kroll, Rada Glowna Opiekuncza, 1939 (Warsaw, 1985 . In contemporary German documents, RGO is called "Polnischer HauptausschuB" or "HaupthilfeausschuB"-in September 1944 semantically enhanced to the status of a "Polnischer NationalausschuB." state of affairs, tensions arose time and again due to an exceptionally brutal occupation policy. 41 In 1983, Mscislaw Wroblewski published the first in-depth treatise on the so-called Baudienst, which was institutionalized in the Krakow district of the GG in May 1940 on the initiative of General Governor Hans Frank, in cooperation with the Reichsarbeitsdienstfuhrer Heinrich Hinkel. 42 The Baudienst quickly spread to other districts. 43 Beyond strengthening the Nazified education and discipline of the younger generation through "hard labor," the organization also pursued economic and politically propagandistic aims. The Baudienst was made up of eighteen-to twentythree-year-old Polish and Ukrainian draftees who were kept in barracks under the command of German officers, paid "pocket-money," and made to labor in public works. In Krakow, for instance, 1,100 young Polish men were active in restoring houses and streets damaged during the German attack on Poland in September 1939. 44 According to the numbers given by Wroblewski, the Baudienst youth's involvement in the occupying regime's projects was by no means marginal. In mid-1941 the Baudienst comprised no more than seven thousand men, but by the spring of 1944 it had grown to its peak membership of approximately forty-five thousand. 45 Thus, the labor service was the biggest youth organization in the GG. 46 Only in the second half of 1944 did the numbers rapidly decline.
Towards the end of the war, the cheap labor reserve gained importance in the buildup of defense positions in the GG. 47 Service in the Baudienst lasted seven months (vacations included) , 48 It was a prerequisite for further education in a technical college. 49 Yet a certain portion of the conscripts, Wroblewski explains, had always tried to elude service, and after April 1942 they could be punished with death. Escapees from the Bau-41. For a closer look at collaborationist aspects of RGO's activities, see Friedrich, "Zusammenarbeit und Mittaterschaft," 126-30.
42. Mscislaw Wroblewski, Stuzba budowlana (Baudienst) xu Generalnym Gubernatorstwie, 1940 (Warsaw, 1984 dienst camps had to reckon with the possibility of their families becoming targets of reprisals. 50 Biuletyn Informacyjny, in the beginning of 1944, reported "unbearable conditions" in the Baudienst where "severe penalties and corporal punishment are the order of the day" and appealed to Polish young men "to evade this service for the enemy by all means." 51 Polish firemen, volunteers of "Organisation Todt" who were usually engaged in construction work, and Baudienst conscripts or junacy (as they were often called in Polish) took part in anti-Jewish crimes as auxiliary staff. 52 In winter 1943, Biuletyn Informacyjny called the Baudienst an "institution of physical and moral destruction"-but abstained from mentioning its function in the Nazis' war against the Jews.
53 In documents and eyewitness reports, however, they are mentioned as accessories to crimes. In June 1942, "an unknown number of Poles from the Baudienst" supported SS, German, and Polish police in a vast operation (Aktion) against forty thousand Jews who had been compelled to reside in the southern Polish town of Tarnow. 54 Junacy dug up graves where Jewish victims of massacres were buried (for example, in Sambor), 55 they closed off the Jewish quarter in order to keep inmates from fleeing, and they took part in deportations; sometimes the Poles had to search houses and apartments after their Jewish inhabitants had been deported. Dutifully, they dragged those who were hiding out of sheds and crawlspaces and collected the Jews' belongings. 56 Euphemistically, this kind of Baudienst activity appears in the sources as 'Judeneinsatz" and "work in the Jewish quarter"; according to Wroblewski, such "relief action" was rewarded with a daily allowance of seven zloty. 57 Apart from this pocket money, the young men were invited afterwards to dinner in a nearby restaurant where vodka was lavishly served. Alcoholic drinks and cigarettes were already handed out before and during "work." In spite of this, some of the junacy were unable to bear the strains 50 Before they were taken to an anti-Jewish operation, the junacy received a sort of training: they were shown pictures of Jews that conformed to Nazi ideology, and "the Jew" was presented to them as vermin. 60 To this day it is not clear in how many operations the junacy took part and how large the number was of those who actually participated. Due to the rather short service duty and presuming that only local Baudienst units were employed in case of need for supplementary manpower, I would guess that no one was involved in anti-Jewish crimes over a longer period. The question of the extent to which these young helpers of the Nazi German murderers were "ordinary men," though, has so far not been investigated.
In a 1990 study on the Polish Police (PP)-the "policja granatowa" in dark blue uniforms-Adam Hempel inquired into one of the most important Polish institutions that was kept by the Germans. 61 During the occupation, the PP mainly had to deal with keeping "law and order." Its size increased steadily from the end of 1939: in 1942 its forces numbered 11,500, and in 1943 about 16,000.
62 These Polish policemen carried firearms. They could not advance into higher posts comparable to those that existed in occupied western Europe; stations of the PP were direcdy subject to the German police.
In the eyes of Polish resistance groups, the policemen were henchmen of the occupation authorities. Indeed, their main task was to discipline and control the Polish population. Some of them became targets of assassinations. For example, in May 1943 leaders of the Kierownictiuo Walki Cyiuilnej, the main organ of the "underground state" that combated the 58. In his memoirs, Ludwik Hirszfeld tells us that he had heard about a junak who had "gotten a bullet into his head because he did not want to go along with that. Gubernatorstwie, 1939 (Warsaw, 1990 . Hempel actually finished his thesis in 1983, but publication was postponed until after the abolition of state censorship.
62. Compare with the number of green uniformed German Ordnungspolizei in the GG, which consisted, including the Schutzpolizei in bigger cities and the Gendarmerie in the countryside, of twelve to fifteen thousand men; besides there were two thousand functionaries of the German Sicherheitspolizei, supported by three thousand Poles. Browning, "Beyond Warsaw and Lodz," 80. spread of collaboration, 63 made public a list of thirty-eight policemen sentenced for unacceptable behavior. 64 A contemporary observer noted: "Nobody should dare to call this a Polish police. . . . The dark blue rabble who take bribes wherever they can, utter threats, and commit extortions, who stand to attention in front of every German . . . are not worthy of any justification whatsoever." 65 Like members of the Bahnschutz (railway order service), Polish police checked the luggage of travelers, and they conducted house searches. 66 Carrying out the occupiers' ordinances, they intervened against the black market, which had become, given the difficult living conditions, an important source of income for many Poles. Later they took part in fighting partisans. Polish policemen were also esteemed by German superiors for their usefulness in anti-Jewish operations. 67 The main focus of PP activity lay in Warsaw and surrounding areas.
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Selected policemen from the province of Pomorze/West Prussia worked in the Warsaw Ghetto; 69 others patrolled the walls around the Jewish quarter, and during the Jewish uprising in 1943 they helped seal it. On the "Aryan side," Polish police tracked down Jewish refugees and enriched themselves by extortion and bribery. Hempel acknowledges that the occupiers' anti-Jewish propaganda had "certain consequences"-but only with "the most primitive element and the criminals." 70 The sources and reports former Polish policemen Hempel relies on, however, are not compared and confronted with Jewish ones in the archives of, for example, the Warsaw Jewish Historical Institute or the Israel Holocaust memorial Yad Vashem. That is why Hempel's description does not correlate with denouncements of the PP by Jewish eyewitnesses who blame them for eagerly participating in the so-called evacuations from the "ghettos."
In any case, Polish policemen were active in the expulsion and deportation of Jews, for example as a part of "ad hoc armies of ghetto-clearers" in the Lublin region; in Czestochowa, where fifty thousand people were crammed into a small Jewish quarter, Polish policemen guarded entrances and formed about a quarter of the thousand perpetrators in a vast, murderous anti-Jewish operation in June 1942. 7I As Shmuel Krakowski explains, "In carrying out these tasks the Polish police demonstrated their complete devotion to the Nazi authorities, apart from a few policemen who gave assistance to the Jews."
72 According to a scientist hiding in the south of Poland, Polish policemen were notorious for "dreadfully beating [Jews] who had been packed into loading docks, and for dragging them from attics, tracking them into cellars and sheds and bringing them to the Germans." 73 Bohdan Skaradzinski has described the policemen's "sinister role" in the martyrdom of Polish Jews as a "shameful spot on the occupation period," for having provided "a sycophantic, a hangman's assistance." 74 The communist regime liquidated the state police as early as August 1944. To justify this measure, it explained that the policemen had made themselves hated by the whole population; now the PP was replaced by the civil militia (Milicja Obywatelska) . 75 This did not hinder the regime from trying to "verify" former policemen in order to find out who was honest and upright and thus would qualify for rehabilitation-and further usefulness for posts in the new militia. 77. The Lithuanian and Ukrainian ethnic minorities, whose involvement in the Nazi murder of the Jews was conscientiously followed by the Polish underground, cannot be discussed at this point. See Klaus-Peter Friedrich, "Spontane 'Volkspogrome' oder Auswi'ichse der NS-Vernichtungspolitik? Zur Kontroverse urn die Radikalisierung der antijudischen 1939, about eight hundred thousand people in the Polish Second Republic regarded themselves as ethnic Germans. During the occupation, this number increased to almost three million. Despite limited research on the subject, one can hazard the following generalization: given their deep distrust of Poles, the Nazi German occupiers expected and depended upon support from the ethnic German minority, whose political loyalty was beyond question. 78 To the beneficiaries of positive racial discrimination, occupation appeared to be anything but foreign rule. Protestant German adherents of deutsch-national views in particular had come to feel themselves a community under siege during the Polish Second Republic. 79 Those living in the former Prussian territories greeted the return of German rule in their native lands enthusiastically, and many who regarded the establishment of the new regime as a longed-for liberation proved ready to identify fully with the inhumane aims of Adolf Hitler's policy. For example, members of the ethnic German Selbstschutz (militia, under SS leadership) perpetrated numerous massacres against the nonGerman civilian population in the first days of the war. Polish citizens regarded by the Nazi authorities as (potential) Germans formed one of the pillars of support for the new regime in the occupied territories. 81 To declare oneself a German was to open paths to potentially breathtaking social and economic ascent. But the policy of Germanization was more contradictory than the campaign for the socalled Deutsche Volksliste (DVL) seems to suggest. This German Nationality List was created in order to divide ethnic Germans (and people to be reGermanized) into four categories that would guide "racial" selection of the population. 82 In the GG, die tiny ethnic German population was artificially augmented by enrolling people of ethnic German descent who Prospective Germans were outfitted with special identity cards-the so-called Volksdeutschenausweis-and found themselves beneficiaries of a host of privileges, from special restaurants and streetcars to parks and sports facilities, all reserved for their exclusive use. They were entitled to an increase in food rations of 30 to 50 percent. 84 But they were also supposed to relinquish all social contacts-marriages, friendships, and so forth-with Poles. Those who disobeyed had to reckon with punitive action from the German police charged with enforcing "racial" separation. Yet, beyond the reach of the police, business partnerships flourished between representatives of the occupying regime and the Polish population-and helped enliven a thriving black market.
The number of applicants for the Volksdeutschenausweis was much bigger than the number of ethnic Germans who had been registered before the war. Most applications were approved. But it turned out that these new Germans were not really treated as equals of Reich Germans (for example in regard to food rations). They were looked down upon and regarded as opportunistic Konjunkturdeutsche; in Upper Silesia, many were registered as Volksdeutsche on probation, while authorities tried to improve their position-in order to gain as many soldiers for the Wehrmacht as possible. 85 In view of the central role given to racist conceptions in Nazi ideology, it seems astonishing that the occupation authorities-including those in the SS responsible for Volkstumspolitik (nationality policy)-did not feel tied to a definition of Volksdeutsch. Many Poles managed to get access to privileged circles by hinting at one or the other German ancestor. As Doris Bergen has noted, the contradictions of such nationality policies suggest that for the SS "the existence of people who could be labeled Volksdeutsche was more important than the cultural or racial authenticity of such claims" of Germanness. 86 Thus the Nazis partly instituted a traditional Germanization based on enforcing on Poles (the Nazi concept of) German culture, the use of the German language, and political criteria. 86. See Bergen, "Nazi Concept of 'Volksdeutsche,'" 571, where the author exemplifies this by the handling of a group of people, "discovered" by Einsatzgruppe B near Smolensk, who had lost their former Germanness due to mixed marriages and assimilation to the surrounding population.
87. Cf. Dlugoborski, "Deutsche Besatzungspolitik," 304, who is of the opinion that the Germans had totally refrained from this policy. Thus, he dismisses the fact that the Nazi regime, by recognizing those who proclaimed adherence to Germanness as Germans, reduced ad absurdum the official ideological and racist conceptions.
Whereas in the so-called Warthegau (part of the territory annexed to the Reich) racist regulations were rigorous, in other occupied regions it was sufficient to proclaim verbally one's wish to be German. As a result, in the ethnically and culturally mixed territories of eastern Upper Silesia and the province of Pomorze/ West Prussia, Poles joined the German Nationality List en masse-though under a certain administrative compulsion. On the one hand the men became liable for military service, but on the other the population was less subject to expulsions. In all of die annexed territories, the number of those recognized as German by descent (deutschstdmmig) rose to almost one-third of the total population. 88 The prospect of laying one's hands upon Jewish property was another incentive to declare oneself an ethnic German. Ethnic Germans-and Poles who managed to be recognized as such-were beneficiaries of "aryanizations." As Jewish survivors recall, greed and profit seeking transformed "people from our town, Poles" into members of the Selbstschutz who "suddenly heard the call of their German blood!" 89 Prospective Germans tended to support the regime that had bestowed coveted Jewish property upon them. 90 According to Bergen, those expecting to make use of the Nazis' racist policy to their personal advantage "found the easiest way to prove themselves good Germans was to prove themselves good Nazis."
91 Lucjan Dobroszycki and Marek Getter have outlined the sinister role played by ethnic Germans in the GG's Radom district: "Employed in all branches of the occupation administrative, economic, and pardy police machinery, they were in a way Having in mind this fatal interrelation between, on the one hand, those invited to partake of privileges accorded by the new lords of the land and those, on the other hand, who were victims of racial hatred, we are able to understand why the Jewish report characterizes ethnic Germans as "mostly small traders and peasants, owners of small farms or day laborers who often do not understand a single word of German." 94 Only one in four members of an "ethnic German" special unit (Sonderdienst) was able to converse in German. 95 According to an inmate, the Lodz Jewish "ghetto" was guarded "day and night by SS troops, so-called Volksdeutsche. These would-be Germans were in fact crafty anti-Semite Poles and Ukrainians who had betrayed their country and joined the victor." 96 In the GG, victims of the expulsions from western Poland acquired a kind of intermediate position owing to their knowledge of German, and many of them aspired to be registered as ethnic Germans. 97 It seems that the only ethnic groups barred from becoming Volksdeutsche were Jews and gypsies. 98 If it is true, as Czeslaw Madajczyk contends, that 90 percent of the "would-be Germans" stayed in Poland at the end of the war, 99 this would suggest that they did not expect much harm, let alone the severe judicial prosecution that befell many of them in the immediate aftermath of the war. But in the eyes of former Polish compatriots, the Volksdeutsche were, in times of an excessive nationalism, simply renegades. Their exclusion from Polish society in turn created new opportunities for self-enrichment among those who had come off badly from the first round of distribution of Jewish property. 
Anti-Semitism and Anticommunism
Despite the fact that radical right-wing conceptions and anti-Jewish attitudes spread enormously in the late 1930s, Polish historical research has widely neglected the fact that even before the war many Poles shared with the Nazis a concept of the enemy as communist and Jewish. 101 The momentous stereotype of Jewish Bolshevism-zydokomuna-was, according to historian Andre Gerrits, "the most recent and widely propagated version of the Jewish world conspiracy myth."
102 But not only right-wing radicals considered the Second Republic's national minorities-and espe- daily the Jews-to be "foreigners in the Polish home."
103 Most nationalists and representatives of the Roman Catholic Church also anticipated a solution to the 'Jewish question" in the mass emigration of Polish Jews. In such scenarios, Jews would leave their property behind. Consequently, in the initial phase of the Nazi occupation regime, when Jews were banned from an ever increasing number of professions and the authorities conceived plans for their expulsion and resettlement in Madagascar, the aims of the Nazis and the Polish right-wing radicals did not fundamentally differ.
In the meantime, the intensity of rabble-rousing anti-Semitic propaganda assumed dimensions hitherto unknown. Under Nazi occupation, state propaganda offices made such propaganda omnipresent, spread by leaflets, in the cinema, in the theater, in exhibitions, on posters, in brochures, by mobile loudspeaker vans and public address systems installed in central squares, and, last but not least, in the Polish language press edited by the occupying authorities. 104 As Lucjan Dobroszycki sums up: "While German propaganda in occupied Poland was on the whole ineffective, there were a few areas in which it found some response. One of them was its anti-Jewish theme." 105 In the immediate postwar period, in a paper of the Polish socialists allied to the communists, Waclaw Zawadzki complained that during the years of occupation a new myth had been founded. Accordingly, Poland was the only occupied country where there were no social or political currents willing to cooperate with the (German) occupier. On the contrary, Zawadzki opined that "the Polish reaction" was able to base its collaboration with the Nazis on two factors: "the Jewish question and hatred towards Soviet Russia." The whole prewar right-wing camp "was potentially and psychologically prepared for cooperation with Nazism." 106 Consequently, the "reaction" approved and applauded Hitler's anti-Jewish program. Zawadzki reminded his readers that in 1942 Szaniec had commented that the Germans deal with this matter "better and more effectively than anyone else could have done it, especially we [Poles] ." 107 According to Zawadzki the Germans would have found many more helpers among the Poles if they had only wanted to. But now a new myth was emerging, "the myth of pure intentions, ideas, and deeds of all groups in Poland under the [German] occupation. These, however, did not exist." 108 The Polish socialist politician Jozef Cyrankiewicz relates a case from his own experience. In a report on the little-known blemishes in the alleged common martyrdom of Poles and Jews so often conjured in Poland after 1945, he remarks: In Auschwitz "we met for the first time our own fascistic idiots. One Polish student girl was pleased that 'though dreadful things happened in the camp, at least the Jewish problem was being solved.' One high school student from a family belonging to the 'intelligentsia,' who was an orderly in the hospital, managed to pull a sick Jew out of his bed and beat him-and one year later he worked in the 'political department' tracking down the zydokomuna. One Polish physician, more eager than the doctors of the SS, sent sick Jews to their death." 109 In 1947, in his own look back at his sojourn in the camps, the young Polish poet Tadeusz Borowski elaborated a nonheroic and self-critical current. In a derisive comment on the peculiar Auschwitz remembrances of the renowned Catholic writer Zofia Kossak (published as Z otchlani) , 110 Borowski reproached her for describing camp life in an idealizing and distorted way. Since Kossak had experienced Auschwitz as a privileged prisoner, Borowski compared her memories to the adventures of Alice in Wonderland.
1 "
The communist paper Trybuna Wolnosci lamented in early 1944 "the criminal and despicable role" played by Polish policemen who tracked down the remnants of the surviving Jewish population and extorted money from them. 112 Only sporadically did influential groups of the Polish underground try to counter grave excesses of anti-Jewish collaboration with the Nazis.
113
Whereas part of the underground press sternly exhorted its readers not to help the Germans in the persecution, robbery, and murder of the Polish Jews, the right saw no reason to stop its anti-Jewish propaganda. 114 The concept of the 'Jewish enemy" persisted undiminished. In 1943, a paper of the radical right-wing National Armed Forces (NSZ) insistently warned against regarding Jews as "fellow brothers" or consenting to their "return into Poland's political and economic life": "we must not do so! We may condemn the Germans for their bestial methods but we must not forget that Jewry was always and will remain a destructive element in our state organism. The liquidation of the Jews in the Polish territories is of great importance for future development because it frees us from a millionheaded parasite."
115
In general, the numerous groups illegally editing leaflets or periodicals did not see the catastrophe of Poland's Jews for what it was. Some of them realized with a peculiar lack of understanding that parts of the Jewish community (Order Service, Judenrate) helped the murderers in organizing deportations to the death camps, while Jews in England and North America allegedly concealed the news of the Nazi annihilation project."
6 Even papers expressing outrage and compassion otherwise kept to traditional anti-Semitic stereotypes."
7 One exception on the political right was the anticommunist writer Jozef Mackiewicz. "Hitler's terror was dreadful," he wrote looking back on the occupation period, "but with regard to the Poles it never went beyond the degree of terror known from wars of the past. . . . Those who were in Poland at this time remember well that ajew who succeeded in acquiring documents identifying him as an 'aryan' Pole thought of himself as practically rescued. Thus, there was a gap between the fate of the Poles and the fate of the Jews. With regard to the Poles it was not physical terror, which was the height of Hitler's insane policy-it befell only a certain percentage of the population. It was rather the fact that the whole population was subjected to the insane method of feeling contempt for their dignity." 118 In communist Poland, however, Mackiewicz's voice and his conclusions on Polish-JewishGerman relations, which were far ahead of their time, were not heeded.
"Aryanizations": The Jewish Property Issue
Polish social history has almost totally neglected the "aryanizations" enforced by the occupying authorities, that is, the takeover of Jewish property by non-Jewish citizens. Comprehensive studies have yet to be attempted on the extent of Polish participation, or the social background, motives, and attitudes of the beneficiaries. Neither have the social and economic consequences of Nazi anti-Jewish policy been discussed in detail. According to Waclaw Dlugoborski, the Polish middle classes profiteered from the takeover of 'non-aryan' businesses." 119 As early as 1945 an infuriated Kazimierz Wyka, who was a renowned literary critic and keen observer of everyday life under the occupation, made the following comparison: "Under the axe of a German executioner guilty of crimes unprecedented in history, the Polish shop owner reached out for the cashbox keys of his Jewish competitor and in the process managed to convince himself that this was the most moral thing in the world. Guilt and crime are with the Germans [but] ours are the keys and the cashbox." 120 In the GG, the Polish population benefited economically from the suppression of the Jews. When the occupying authorities created quarters for "Germans only" and expelled Poles from western Poland, they also created a huge demand for living space.
121 Those who seized apartments that had belonged to Jews tended to disregard orders of the Polish exile government condemning such behavior, and made clear that they would not surrender formerly Jewish assets. 122 In 1942 the underground press close to the Home Army complained that "the moral level of the Polish masses is simply dreadful. . . . Cases of mass robbery of former Jewish property bear eloquent witness to the ongoing moral decay."
123 On profiteers of the anti-Jewish policy in a small provincial town, the Szczebrzeszyn physician Zygmunt Klukowski noted in his diary on 22 April 1942: "From diverse sides I heard about the scandalous behavior of parts of the Polish population and the robbery of Jewish apartments left behind."
124 There was a flourishing and lucrative trade with former Jewish property emanating from the "ghettos"-furniture, fur coats, jewelry, and other valuables. 125 Due to the ousting of Jewish petty traders, many Poles became involved in commerce. According to Wyka, "In the departments and offices everyone traded. The offices themselves were only meeting points . . . for profiteering." 125. See the small ads in the official Polish language newspapers; see also Ewa Cytowska, Szkicez dziejowprasy pod okupacja niemiecka (1939) (1940) (1941) (1942) (1943) (1944) (1945) cum-moral standpoint of the average Pole towards the Jewish tragedy appears as follows: the Germans, who murdered the Jews, have committed a crime. We would not have done this. The Germans will be punished for this crime, . . . but we-we are benefiting [from the new circumstances] and will be benefiting in the future without troubling our conscience or getting blood on our hands."
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Many peasants likewise enriched themselves at Jews' expense after the authorities had invited them to do so. A report from a village in the GG where the Germans had murdered the Jewish population says that the villagers attacked those who had fled to the surrounding forests, robbed them, and finally denounced them to the German police who shot all of them. 128 The Catholic resistance group Front for the Renaissance of Poland (Front Odrodzenia Polski, FOP) anxiously remarked in 1942: "The problem of demoralization and running wild caused in the Polish population has become an urgent one. It is not only the [Lithuanian] siaulisi, Volksdeutsche, or Ukrainians who are used for atrocious executions. In many villages (Kolno, Stawiski, Szumow, Deblin), the local population has voluntarily participated in the massacres."
129 Poles often embraced Nazi propaganda. Moses Chersztein, who had fled from a Nazi "ghetto" and lived in the Wilno/Vilnius area as a Karaite, has written that in Lipniszki he had "a lot of troubles" because the villagers considered him guilty for the outbreak of a typhus epidemic. 130 Numerous Jewish eyewitness accounts from occupied Poland report on incidents that give proof to the fact that large segments of the rural population tried to profit from the plight of the Jews-or otherwise get rid of them.
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Victims as Collaborators?-The Roman Catholic Church
As to the Roman Catholic Church in Poland, the Nazi occupiers tried to achieve two main goals: it was to be deprived of its role as sponsor and keeper of Polish patriotic feelings, and the clergy was to be won over to influencing believers in accordance with a stabilization of German rule. Once more (as indicated above), policies in the annexed territories and the GG differed. In the latter, the anti-Catholic measures were less farreaching. Some cloisters were liquidated and church property partly dis-possessed. Inscriptions, paintings, plaques, and so on referring to Polish national traditions had to be eliminated from the church interiors, and some hymns and phrases were banned.
On the other hand, the occupation regime tolerated a certain independence of the Catholic Church. In spite of an almost total ban on the Polish press, some papers edited by the dioceses were able to appear as well as, in 1940, the Catholic newspaper Rycerz Niepokalanej (Knight of the Immaculate). 132 Religious education was allowed to continue in the GG's schools, whereas it was abolished in the other occupied Polish territories. 133 Against this backdrop one should probably not dismiss as pure cynicism the conviction expressed in Hans Frank's entourage that "the general governor is a great friend of the Polish clergy: he is in Poland the actual protector of the Catholic religion." Hans Frank thought it important to establish that there was "complete consent... between the Polish clergy and myself."
I34 From time to time, he was also eager to outwardly demonstrate this image, visiting, for example, the national shrine of Polish Catholicism on Jasna Gora in Czestochowa. 135 Frank expressly reserved for himself the right to decide matters of religion. In particular, he decided in spring 1940, after leaders of the Catholic hierarchy had repeatedly remonstrated with him, to leave religious instruction at the prewar level. 136 In Polish historiography one encounters the opinion that the clergy did not fulfill the authorities' expectations that they contribute to maintaining order in the GG.
137 "Out of unknown motives," as Czeslaw Luczak states, a few priests were ready to partake in Nazi propaganda campaigns by, for instance, exhorting their community to hand over stocks of natural produce. 138 But by their moderate attitude and mitigating sociopolitical activity, the overwhelming majority of the Catholic clergy in the GG stabilized the situation to a degree that is not to be underestimated. 139 Like teachers and civil servants, priests had to take notice of the occupiers' official announcements and were also obliged to read aloud their decrees from the pulpit (including the anti-Jewish ones). 140 In the annexed western part of Poland, about one-tenth of the priests had themselves registered as ethnic Germans.
141
The attitude of the church hierarchy towards the occupying regime was not uniform. The aged and experienced archbishop of Krakow, Adam Sapieha, was the only noteworthy Polish opponent of the General Governor and was held in high repute among the Poles. Other members of the hierarchy were subject to a rapid diminution in their prestige. The Polish primate Cardinal August Hlond had left the country all too quickly at the beginning of the war. 142 One patriotic activist was given the impression that some of Poland's religious dignitaries "more or less played into the hands of the Germans or were coming closer to them." As is mentioned in the same contemporary report, many believers "felt hurt by certain measures of the bishops of Sandomierz, Kielce, and Czestochowa because they needlessly accommodated the German authorities."
143 Some of the dignitaries appealed to their flock to volunteer for work in the Reich. The bishop of Sandomierz, Jan Lorek, recommended, in an announcement from the spring of 1940, that the clergy "give their parishioners instructions in accordance with publications of the [German] employment offices," and he asked them "to keep up contact with those of their flock who go to seasonal work [in Germany] and that they shall require them to be parsimonious, to uphold their faith and good morals in the foreign lands."
144 At the end of 1942, the underground newspaper of the peasants' movement, Przez walks do zwyciestwa, criticized Lorek's unpatriotic attitude: "Recently, policy has obviously commanded Bishop Lorek of San- Nazis, 1939 (New Haven, 1994 domierz to appeal to believers of his diocese to obey the occupier and register for work in the Reich." 145 Bishop Czeslaw Kaczmarek of Kielce, who was widely known for his anticommunist views, in September 1939 expressly commanded the faithful to abide by the laws of the occupation regime. In a pastoral letter he appealed "to all of you to conscientiously heed all the instructions and laws issued by the administrative as well as the military authorities. . . . Order must rule in society. That is why one has to loyally cooperate with the authorities; because those who act otherwise would do their society an injustice [and] make more difficult a return to normal life and to better days." 146 In spring 1940 Kaczmarek even admonished: "We must not lend our ear to insinuations of suspicious people who try to draw our population-above all our youth-into unpredictable conspiratorial activities. In accordance with their commitments, the German authorities have left us freedom in church and religious life. Do not allow this freedom to be taken from us or restricted owing to rash behavior or any kind of political manifestation." 147 An announcement of the bishop of Sandomierz from April 1940 made similar points. 148 In the early years of the occupation, Kaczmarek also personally refused to join conspiratorial activities against the German occupiers. Emanuel Ringelblum informs us in his diary that during the antiSemitic excesses in Warsaw in March 1940, a Jewish delegation paid a visit to Archbishop Stanislaw Gall. Though he expressed outrage at the violence by Polish youth, he did not demand that priests condemn the excesses. 151 No documents remain showing that Gall intervened with the authorities or appealed directly to the faithful. In the spring of 1941, Kaczmarek warned in a pastoral published in Kielecki Przeglad Diecezjalny of Jewish children's corrupting influence on Polish Catholic ones. 152 In the small town of Nur near Biala Podlaska, a priest named Zarzecki told listeners (according to a Soviet NKVD report of October 1939): "Poland's downfall has been brought about by the machinations of the Jews, and I will not die before I have myself shot down fifty Jews." He justified his stance by explaining that he himself experienced how, in September 1939 when the Red Army was about to move into Wilno/Vilnius, the Jews "after the withdrawal of the Polish troops had shot from all sides." 153 A report submitted by church authorities to the Polish government in London in summer 1941, just before the Nazi German administration was about to launch the "final solution of the Jewish question," stated: "As far as the Jewish question is concerned, it must be viewed as a special sign of Divine Providence that the Germans, regardless of the many injustices they have inflicted and continue to inflict upon our country, did well to demonstrate that it is possible to liberate Polish society from the Jewish plague and to show us the path that we should follow unrelentingly, albeit in a less cruel and brutal fashion. It is clearly God's will that the occupiers themselves have contributed to the solution of this burning question, because the Polish nation itself, weak and unsystematic, would never have taken the energetic steps that this matter demands."
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In 1942-43, the Catholic resistance group Front Odrodzenia Polski was mostly full of praise for the individual stance of clergymen and nuns in view of the persecution of the Jews. It proudly listed the places where the Germans had killed clerics who had tried to hide and rescue victims of persecution. The underground group's monthly Prawda (Truth), however, in July 1942 also mentioned a priest in the Sandomierz diocese who had advised peasants to denounce ajewish woman who had fled from the "ghetto" in order to seek shelter in the village. The policemen then shot her "like a dog." According to Prawda, this priest was guilty of murder, and a commentary saw in his action "a dreadful confusion of concepts, a per-meation of German ideas to the Polish psyche."
155 Though some parish priests indeed gave help to the persecuted, 156 there were also clergymen schooled in the spirit of Stanislaw Trzeciak and Ignacy Charszewski, priests profusely active in anti-Semitic publishing, and some even subservient to the Nazi German persecutors' goals. 157 In the GG the murder of die Jews was carried out with a measure of cruelty that the non-Jewish population could not help noticing in everyday life. The support of a number of Poles in the process of eliminating their Jewish neighbors does not seem to have elicited moral indignation in the manner demanded by Front Odrodzenia Polski. On the contrary, many a report hints at the fact that the participation of Poles in anti-Jewish operations was fairly well known in wider circles of the Polish population-and that a great number (maybe the majority) accepted this.
It has to be stressed that the clergy made little effort to enlighten rural dwellers wont to regard Nazi destruction of Jewish communities as punishment for the crucifixion of Christ and a lack of religiousness among them. 158 In their sermons the Catholic hierarchy in the GG did not find words to denounce the murder of the Jews. Like most of their compatriots they adhered to anti-Jewish views which had contributed to poisoning Polish-Jewish relations in the 1930s.
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In the second half of the occupation period, the authorities made efforts to win church support for a propaganda campaign against the Soviet Union. But at this time they did not succeed in stimulating sermons supporting German rule;
160 only a few priests joined the campaign.
161
The communist regime established in 1944-45 was not interested in casting light on the forms of cooperation established between the Roman Catholic Church in Poland and the German occupier. The new rulers preferred to make use of a religiously tolerant image. Lacking support in the overwhelming majority of Polish society, the communists had to abstainfor the time being-from alienating the Roman Catholic Church and their representatives. The deputy director of the justice department, Leon Chajn, complained in his memoirs that the "authoritative state organs and security organs" refused to investigate after incriminating material "against some of the dignitaries of the church hierarchy" had been collected. The decision was justified by reasoning that "it was not the right time." 162 In any case, this did not restrain the communists from making political capital out of the reproach that certain dignitaries had cooperated too closely with the Germans. In the early postwar aftermath, such initiatives were restricted to the field of propaganda. 163 In 1944 the press organ of the new regime even opened its pages to the vicar-general of the Lublin diocese, Dr. Jozef Kruszynski, and he reported on Nazi crimes against the intelligentsia and the shooting of hostages (but left aside the persecution of the Jews). 164 One and a half years earlier Kruszynski, formerly head of Lublin's Catholic University, had been criticized in the Home Army underground press for publishing an anticommunist article for the local Polish language daily of the Nazi occupying regime.
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Victims as Collaborators?-The Polish Peasantry
Research in Polish social history during Nazi occupation concentrates largely on the urban population and extrapolates from the broadly shared support for anti-Nazi resistance in the cities. Cities are placed at the center of a mythologized historical narrative. The intense desire of Varsovians to overturn Nazi rule has been described in great detail. More careful consideration shows, however, that such attitudes were anything but typical. 166 Several factors account for the conspicuous divergence in die attitude towards resistance in the Polish cities-and above all Warsaw-and the country. Peasants figured among those who were alienated and exposed to relative impoverishment in the Second Republic, though they were the most numerous social stratum in a mostly agrarian country. 166. One has to bear in mind diat resistance in big cities could take advantage of the anonymity of urban life, whereas the rural population was subject to more rigid social controls. low degree of hostility among the rural population. In February and March 1940, more than eighty thousand mostly rural workers from the Generalgouvernement even volunteered for work in the Reich. 167 In the countryside, the authorities entrusted the provision of the natural produce to the local Polish administration. 168 As Jan Gross has recently pointed out, statements of Polish eyewitnesses describing the joyful reception of Wehrmacht troops by the Polish population in the areas formerly occupied by the Red Army had to be deleted from a volume of documents edited in the 1960s. 169 Economically, the peasants belonged to the relative winners of the occupation period because they were able to pass on their losses to consumers by raising food prices on the black market. 170 Meanwhile, the social and economic development in town and country, where "rising incomes" were to be noted, became more similar: peasants "thus improved their living standard." 171 One Warsaw observer described the situation in die country as follows: "In Poland, the village was the only living and working space where one could preserve one's possessions-and was even able to augment them without getting into conflict with one's civic conscience. . . . The war's troubles afflicted it only sporadically.... The village lived and worked quietly and undisturbed.... These were boom times for the sale of rural products, all of which fetched high prices in the towns, above all in Warsaw and its Jewish ghetto. As a result, country dwellers earned a wealth diat was unprecedented." 172 Due to a change in the price structure, which caused a considerable influx of money and products from the town, the early years of occupation were advantageous for farmers' material situation. 173 Consequently, in the countryside there prevailed a less hostile climate towards the German occupiers. In the end, however, economic well-being depended on one's capacity to take advantage of the double-tracked economy. Hiding agricultural produce, cheating the occupying authorities while feigning loyalty and obedience to their decrees, could all be passed off as patriotic deeds. The ambivalence of such a combination of patriotically moral and economic motives is expressed by the fact that activists of the underground rebuked those who fulfilled the authorities' orders too zealously. They considered peasants hoping to build economic prosperity on good conduct in their dealings with the occupiers "traitors to the peasants' and the nation's cause."
174 Yet to charge a price on the black market that was several times higher than the official one was in keeping with one's personal interests. 175 The German invaders, who were contemptuous of the Polish peasants, had a genuine interest in developing agriculture in the occupied territories. 176 Production increased, and Polish and Ukrainian peasants benefited. 177 As regards the attitude of the peasantry in the first year of occupation, Wyka notes the following statement as typical: "Finally the sun shines also for us. Twenty years have we waited for this change and yet we lived to see it."
178 Despite a brutal policy of suppression involving the liquidation of old property structures, massacres of civilians, expulsions from the annexed territories, and the persecution of the political elite and the clergy, the mass of the rural population was, as Dlugoborski states, "up to 1942 comparatively well-off," in any case it did not have "to suffer any losses." 179 In the territories incorporated into the Reich "the situation of the poor villagers improved considerably compared to the time of Polish rule [sic] . Many of them welcomed the new reign, admired 'German orderliness,' and often openly expressed their thankfulness."
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The split image of social and economic development is reproduced when we consider how the occupiers enforced their authority in town and country. As to the degree of terror used to deter armed resistance, there was a clear-cut difference between town and country. The victims divide unevenly: 80 percent died in Polish towns (where the overwhelming majority of the Jews had lived), which, according to statistics, lost 45 percent of their population. At the same time, the intelligentsia, that is those who had acquired a higher education, was diminished by one-quarter. On the other hand, the countryside lost 5 percent of its prewar population. 181 182 The details concerning the total number of losses due to the large-scale acts of terror and intimidation against the rural population vacillate between fifteen and twenty thousand.
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Stanislaw Meducki thinks it was a great success for the Germans to transfer to the Poles responsibility for dividing and collecting the GG's natural produce. 184 More than forty thousand people were active in the Polish cooperatives, which flourished due to the elimination of the Jews from economic life. According to Dlugoborski, there was no shortage of "employees who knew how to take advantage of their positions to enrich themselves to the detriment of Polish society": "subservient zeal and corruption" were widespread, "especially with the functionaries in the country." 185 Czeslaw Szczepanczyk comes to the conclusion that the cooperatives carried out the policies of the Nazi regime (just like the railway and the post office administration) and have to be considered a part of it. 186 In order to influence farmers' behavior in accordance with their aims, the occupiers made use of commendations, bonuses, and intensive propaganda that rivaled that of the Polish resistance groups. Whereas the latter appealed to the farmers to keep back their compulsory deliveries of natural produce as long as possible and to hand in less and in lesser quality than was due, the Germans pressured diem with the slogan: "Peasant, by delivering your contingent of natural produce you will help to nourish your brothers." 187 As it seems, such efforts did not miss their target; as Wyka concedes, the occupier's policy "dimmed the farmers' clear view."
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As Dlugoborski explains, only in the later occupation period, when it became difficult to meet compulsory deliveries, did the cooperatives' employees get into an "especially awkward position."
189 According to Czeslaw
Rajca, "Terror and repression including the death penalty" were applied against those farmers who attempted to benefit from the growing difference between official and black-market prices and eluded their duty to deliver produce to the occupying regime. 190 Such indiscriminate and excessive terror caused peasants, as the writer Ferdynand Goetel opines, to "progress very well as regards their patriotic feelings."
191
Conclusion
In the reality of the occupation, the behavior of those willing to cooperate rarely fits today's black-and-white standards. As Dlugoborski points out, "According to widespread feelings in society, the boundary between personal enrichment and treason against one's nation . . . was fluid." 192 During the occupation period, hardly anyone was purely a collaborator or a resistance fighter. 193 Everyday life under the occupation frequendy called for compromising. But litde attention is paid to the fact that collaboration and resistance mingled, or that civil servants made a commitment to both sides. Bohdan Skaradzinski speaks aptly of several cases of "kolaboracja dwustronna"-a two-fold collaboration-on the part of Polish policemen. The reason for this was to secure oneself against the vicissitudes of the war's concluding days.
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The Polish and the Jewish fate under the Nazi regime have often been equated in Poland. As to the work duty for Poles and the compulsion to work for Jews, Czeslaw Madajczyk states that the differences between the two "in practice got blurred." 195 He forgets, however, that young Polish men in the Baudienst participated in the murder of Jews as helpers of the SS and German police. Czeslaw Rajca suggests that under the German occupation half a million people died of hunger because this was intended by Nazi agricultural policy in the GG. He in turn fails to note that the loss was indeed a consequence of the occupiers' calculations in terms of a radical "population policy." The excessive number of Jews and Soviet prisoners-of-war who died from hunger has to be put down to a Nazi racist hierarchy in which they were assigned a lower position than the Poles. Kazimierz Wyka, the chronicler of life in the GG, had already forgotten the murdered Jews when he described the rebellious mood in Warsaw just before the beginning of the Polish uprising: "The city never did take heed of defeat and occupation." 196 The author writes this at a time when Warsaw's Jews, before the war one-third of the city's inhabitants, had been almost completely eliminated by the Germans and their helpers.
found in the role of Polish historiography as the keeper of sometimes mythologized and idealized conceptions of contemporary history that, however, not only historians but large segments of a wider public have become accustomed to. Thus, what is regarded as Polish national selfinterest, it seems, precludes the acceptance of evidence of collaboration.
A glance at the historiography of People's Poland shows that the false idyll of a united Polish nation (or Volksgemeinschaft), resisting the occupiers in complete solidarity, gained acceptance in the end-though under communist auspices. The historians in the People's Republic eventually were fond of picturing, in Jan Gross's words, "the war period as one of heroic struggle by a united society against the 'Hun invasion."' 201 To this day, Polish mental images of the occupation are to a large extent governed by an intense sense of martyrdom that fixes itself upon ethnic Poles. As a result, a new look at Polish cooperation and collaboration will entail far-reaching consequences. It can hardly be separated any longer from a new and more sophisticated approach towards Polish-Jewish relations under the Nazi occupying regime-and before. Such an avenue should, for example, take account of the fact that there exists a huge discrepancy between the prevalence of zydokomuna-the myth of Jewish Bolshevism-in the Polish popular imagination, and the continuing failure in Polish historiography to reappraise this phenomenon in a scholarly manner.
The number of Jews rescued owing to the help of Poles is still subject to the politics of memory. In Poland it is variously estimated at "some tens of thousands" by Kazimierz Przybysz, or even more than one hundred thousand by Czeslaw tuczak. 202 In reality, at the end of the occupation there were probably no more than ten to fifteen thousand Jews, hidden by Poles, left in the countryside. By contrast, Polish peasants were exceedingly helpful towards Polish compatriots in need, for example after the expulsion of Poles from Warsaw after the uprising of 1944.
A more general reappraisal should lead scholars to undertake an effort to replace the allegedly evenly balanced number of Polish and Jewish victims of the Nazi German rule in Poland with a more reliable estimate. Then it would turn out that the actual number of Polish (Gentile) victims was much lower than the Jewish figure of around three million dead. Necessarily, this process would be accompanied by a thorough revision of much of the pertinent historiographical literature produced since the 1960s, when Polish scholars started to aggressively dispossess the Jewish victims by elaborating the image of the so-called shared suffering of Poles and Jews into the claim that in death centers (extermination camps) the Nazis aimed at killing off the Polish population.
Meanwhile, Polish historians' tendency to shift the blame for collaboration with the German occupiers to the "mob" and the margins of society, to singular cases of "degenerates" and to Poland's minorities-including the ethnic German Poles who since 1939 put their personal good under the occupying regime before their ties to the Polish state and nation-enables them to externalize the phenomenon as if it had nothing to do with "ordinary Poles." Poland's recurring debates on collaboration suggest that this guideline is based on questionable views of Polish national self-interest. Once such mental predispositions are overcome, though, it will be easier for Polish society to come to terms with the past.
